INTRODUCTION
commuting since commuter cyclists often need a place to store their bicycles for long periods of 48 time. Some integrate transit into their trips, thereby requiring long-term SBP at transit nodes, 49 rather than at final destinations. Long-term parking is often made up of bicycle racks in a 50 partially or fully enclosed area, or lockers that enclose each bicycle individually. It can be 51 located either indoors or outdoors and frequently has higher levels of weather protection and 52 security against vandalism and theft. Some of these facilities charge a fee for usage and are 53 commonly designed for exclusive use by paying cyclists. These facilities are available on a pay-54 per-use basis or assigned for long term rentals (e.g., weekly, monthly) [7] .
55
In Canada, several examples of paid long-term SBP exist. Toronto's Union Station and 56 Victoria Park Bicycle Stations, for example, charge CA$2.15/day, or $64.57 for four months plus charges staff and students CA$30 a trimester [9] . Metro Vancouver's transportation authority, 59 Translink, provides bicycle lockers at transit interchanges for CA$30 for three months [10] .
environmental and public health fields, but has recently been utilized in crime and justice studies 80 [12] [13] . Like most methods, CV/WTP has strengths and weaknesses. According to Piquero et al.
81
[13], it accurately estimates an individual's attitude toward the perceived price of a good and is, 82 therefore, useful to place economic value on something that has not previously been assigned a 83 monetary price. Yet, without understanding what the respondent believes to be the cost of the 84 service, it is difficult to determine on what a respondent's stated price is based [13] . In this 85 study, when determining the appropriate price of SBP in Montreal, individuals are able to state 86 the amount that they would be willing to pay without having been given any indication about 87 how much the costs of SBP would be. A problem with CV/WTP is that individual stated prices 88 may not at all reflect actual costs. Another issue with this method is that the stated price is not 89 certain to accurately reflect the dollar amount individuals will pay for a service when it becomes 90 available. Cohen [14] calls this a "hypothetical bias" because the hypothetical dollar value is not 91 always in accordance with the actual dollar value. Cohen [14] claims that a caution should be 92 made with regard to participants' likeliness to state what they believe is the socially appropriate 93 amount of dollars they are willing to spend, rather than a purely personally evaluated amount 94 [15] . Another common objection to assessing WTP is that it fails to account for ability to pay.
95
For lower income groups, low ability to pay often results in low reported WTP, thereby leading 96 to a greater provision of non-market goods, such as SBP, to higher income groups [16] . 
159
The survey yielded a total sample of 2,039 individuals over a one-month period in late 160 spring 2012. This is similar to the number of home-based cycling trips recorded in the regional 161 origin-destination survey, which samples 5% of the region's population [34] confirm that WTP in this study is not affected by ability to pay.
197

SUMMARY STATISTICS
The respondents' ages range from 18 to 85. The average age for cyclists who are willing to pay 198 is 39, and the average for those not willing to pay is slightly lower at 36. Women, accounting for 199 42% of the survey, are slightly overrepresented, compared to O-D survey figures (see Table 1 ).
200
Most of the respondents are employed full-time and have completed at least an undergraduate Approximately 50% of the participants reported that they had been victims of bicycle theft in 204 their life time, a finding that resembles previous studies in Montreal [3] . 
205
215
The following section discusses select summary statistics about different variables. who earn over $60,000 will, in general, be more willing to pay for SBP than not. Similarly, over 271 half of cyclists who own bicycles worth more than $500 are willing to pay for parking. These 272 findings substantiate concern that WTP can be influenced by individuals' ability to pay. The 273 differences in participants' WTP and ability to pay are further discussed in the analysis of the 274 third model below.
275
DETERMINANTS OF WTP
276
The following section uses a series of logit models to better understand cyclists' WTP for SBP. The variable 'Theft influence' is highly significant; the greater the influence of theft risk 321 has on a cyclist's decision to use a bicycle, the more likely a cyclist is willing to pay for SBP.
322
The model compares cyclists whose decision to cycle is slightly, moderately, very, or extremely 323 influenced by the theft risk to those who are not at all influenced. The odds of being willing to 324 pay are 88% higher for those slightly influenced by theft than for those uninfluenced by theft and 325 744% higher for those who are extremely influenced. Not surprisingly, the odds for students'
326
WTP is 29% lower compared to participants who are in the work force and they are also less 327 willing than 'other' cyclists. Similarly, younger cyclists are less likely to be willing to pay. With 328 regard to annual household income, cyclists who have an annual income lower than $60,000 are 329 significantly less likely to be willing to pay for SBP than those with higher incomes. Similarly,
330
cyclists who own low-value bicycles (under $500) are only half as likely to be willing to pay 331 compared to cyclists with bicycles valued at over $500. The amount of time that a cyclist is 332 comfortable using a bicycle is not significant, while as the number of years that a participant has 333 been commuting by bicycle increases, their likeliness to be willing to pay for parking decreases.
334
This may be due to cyclists' increased level of exposure having led to long-term commuters 335 becoming more aware of theft prevention strategies. Cyclists who report culture/identity as 336 important are less likely to pay and the effect of culture/identity is negative.
337
Ordered logit model
340
The results of the ordered logit model are similar to those of the binary logit model (Table 1) . In 341 this model, the dependent variables are the amounts that cyclists are willing to pay for parking.
342
The first group (n=869) contains cyclists who are not willing to pay. The second group (n=342)
343
represents cyclists who are willing to pay between $0.50-$1.00/day for SBP, the third (n=197) 344 $1.25-$2.00, and the fourth (n=125) more than $2.00. These categories were chosen because they 345 represent the ideal rates represented in Figure 1 , and because they correspond to the 346 abovementioned existing paid bicycle parking facilities. Several studies have put forth a concern that WTP often does not account for ability to pay [16] .
347
364
Because income is found to be highly significant in both the binary and ordered logit models, a 365 model that includes only cyclists who have an annual income greater than $60,000 is presented 366 in Table 4 . Unexpectedly, the factors affecting WTP for participants who are most likely also 367 able to pay remains similar to those of the total sample. Only the variable 'student' becomes 368 insignificant, most likely because this group often has incomes lower than $60,000.
369
Similarly to the models that include the full sample, the variable 'theft' is also highly 
